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Reasonable rules on wiretaps .

uprema. Cowrt rul ‘In his majority opinion, Just STAT
AS -Court ruling Monday has. Inhnmjg;it_yopmm.!us_hco,wnc
the effect: of..giving law- enforcement - liam: H.  Rehnquist argued that the con-
agents more leewny to listen-in- on pri- duct of law enforcement agenis should
-vate telepbone conversetions, sven.those- .- be judged on the Mdhnyna@om.
“ that have nothing to do with their inves-. 'not on guesswork about their motives.

ation. That result is certainly not de-  The mere percentage of nonpertinent
sul‘;'abbinitld(,andtwdthm calls intercepted is *“not a-sure guide”
took strong exception to it. We can find in deciding whether the wirelaps were
no fault, howewver, mmws.-mmm-mm,anm
ressoning, which is that havﬂ«lo.b mmdﬂnnaﬂswm
reasonable even whea imposed on lawe short, coe-time-cnly conversa-
mem. Ll ﬁom,or“amhim”cdh”hwlvhg
Alsahwn‘wh*um‘ubr_"fm«ww SO
vestigators - must ~“minimize” their - In other words, it is not resscusble to
eavesdropping on conversstions: cutside expect a federal agent to know before
the scope of the surveillance: Seven jus~ : he hears a given conversation whether it
tices agreed that agents whe carrisd out  will be about narcotics, In carrying out
& 1970 narcotics investigation did not an authorized wiretap, his actions must
violate the law, even though only 40 per be judged like anyone else’s: not by
" cent of the calls they intercepted were . whether it met some standard formulat~
related to narcotics. As a resuit of the ed after the act, byt whether it was
wkeup,ﬂpumhthnnﬂrbd - reasonably related to what he was legal-
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